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V. REMARKS 

With reference to the final Office Action, claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 
use 102 (b) as being anticipated by Sugimoto et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,287,195). 
The rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Sugimoto teaches a game machine that enables a player to designate a bet 
number within a range of a predetermined maximum allowable bet number. The 
game machine includes a game start lever, a bet number designating button switch 
and a controller. The game start lever is operated by the player for starting a game. 
The bet number designating button switch generates a signal when operated by the 
player. The game machine has only one bet number designating button switch. The 
controller sets said bet number to said maximum allowable bet number for each 
game In response to receiving only one signal for each game by the first operation of 
said bet number designating button switch before the game start lever is operated to 
start each game. 

The Office Action refers to a metal coin insertion device 10 in Figure 1 of 
Sugimoto to show all of the features of the claimed invention. Applicant respectively 
disagrees with the Office Action that metal coin insertion device 10 in Figure 1 of 
Sugimoto teaches each and every feature of the claimed invention. 

The Office Action indicates that a "horizontal line" has not been defined in the 
claims. The appropriate claims are amended to define the "horizontal line". 

It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner fails to establish a prima facie 
case of anticipation. 

The courts have required for §102 anticipation that a single reference teach 
(i.e., identically describe) each and every element or step of the rejected claim or else 
the reference falls under §103. Atlas Powder v. E. I. du Pont . 750 F.2nd 1569, 224 
USPQ 409 (Fed. Cir. 1984), Jamesburv Com, v. Litton Industrial Products . 756 F.2nd 
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1556, 22 5 USPQ 253 (Fed. Cir 1985). It is respectfully submitted that the applied 
reference is devoid of the claimed features of the present invention. 

Claim 1 is directed to a gaming machine that has a front and a rear disposed 
opposite the front and that rests on a horizontal support surface. Claim 1 recites that 
the gaming machine includes a medal insertion slot having an opening for a player to 
insert a medal for playing a game. Claim 1 recites that the medal insertion slot 
comprises a medal guide projection projecting in a fonvard direction of the gaming 
machine and is configured to guide the medal to the opening. Claim 1 also recites 
that the medal guide projection includes an inner peripheral part configured to be in 
contact with outer peripheral surface of the medal and a pair of projection parts 
disposed away from each other and projecting on top of both ends of the inner 
peripheral part. Additionally, claim 1 recites that a horizontal line is defined as 
extending parallel to the horizontal support surface and extending through and 
between the front and rear of the gaming machine. Furthermore, claim 1 recites that 
an angle between a ridgeline of one of the projection parts and a horizontal line is 
configured to be different from an angle between a ridgeline of the other projection 
part and the horizontal line. 

It is respectfully submitted that the rejection is improper because the applied 
art fails to teach each and every element of claim 1 as amended. Specifically, it is 
respectfully submitted that the applied art fails to teach an angle between a ridgeline 
of one of the projection parts and the horizontal line is configured to be different from 
an angle between a ridgeline of the other projection part and the horizontal line as 
recited in claim 1 . As a result, it is respectfully submitted that claim 1 is allowable 
over the applied art. 

Claim 6, as amended, is directed to a gaming machine having a front and a 
rear disposed opposite the front and resting on a horizontal support surface. Claim 6 
recites that that gaming machine includes a game medium insertion slot having an 
opening for a player to insert a game medium for playing a game. Claim 6 further 
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recites that the opening is formed so that the player can insert the game medium 
with both sides of the game medium substantially parallel with a front of the gaming 
machine, the game medium insertion slot includes a game medium guide projection 
projecting in a forward direction of the gaming machine and configured to guide the 
game medium to the opening, the game medium guide projection includes an inner 
peripheral part which is a circular arc in a cross section substantially parallel with the 
front of the gaming machine configured to be in contact with a part of an outer 
peripheral surface of the game medium and a pair of projection parts disposed away 
from each other and projecting on top of both ends of the inner peripheral part, a 
horizontal line is defined as extending parallel to the horizontal support surface and 
extending through and between the front and rear of the gaming machine and an 
angle y between a ridgeline of one of the projection parts and the horizontal line is 
configured to be different from an angle p between a ridgeline of the other projection 
part and the horizontal line. 

It is respectfully submitted that the rejection is improper because the applied 
art fails to teach each and every element of claim 6. Specifically, it is respectfully 
submitted that the applied art fails to teach an angle y between a ridgeline of one of 
the projection parts and the horizontal line is configured to be different from an angle 
P between a ridgeline of the other projection part and the horizontal line. As a result, 
it is respectfully submitted that claim 6 is allowable over the applied art. 

Claim 14, as amended, is directed to a gaming machine having a front and a 
rear disposed opposite the front and resting on a horizontal support surface. Claim 
14 recites that the gaming machine includes a game medium insertion slot having an 
opening for a player to insert a game medium for playing a game, wherein the game 
medium insertion slot comprises a game medium guide projection projecting in a 
foHA^ard direction of the gaming machine and configured to guide the game medium 
to the opening. Claim 14 also recites that the game medium guide projection 
includes an inner peripheral part configured to be in contact with outer peripheral 
surface of the game medium and first and second projection parts disposed away 
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from each other and projecting on top of both ends of the inner peripheral part. 
Furthermore, claim 14 recites that a horizontal line is defined as extending parallel to 
the horizontal support suri'ace and extending through and between the front and rear 
of the gaming machine, an angle y between a ridgeline of the first projection part and 
the horizontal line is configured to be different from an angle (3 between a ridgeline of 
the second projection part and the horizontal line, the first projection part has a side 
surface that is curved downward along a widthwise direction of the gaming machine, 
and an angle 9R between a line connecting a top and a bottom of the first projection 
part and the horizontal line is configured to be smaller than an angle 9L between a 
line connecting a top and a bottom of the second projection part and the horizontal 
line. 

It is respectfully submitted that the rejection is improper because the applied 
art fails to teach each and every element of claim 14 as amended. Specifically, it is 
respectfully submitted that the applied art fails to teach an angle y between a 
ridgeline of the first projection part and the horizontal line is configured to be different 
from an angle p between a ridgeline of the second projection part and the horizontal 
line, the first projection part has a side surface that is curved downward along a 
widthwise direction of the gaming machine, and an angle 0R between a line 
connecting a top and a bottom of the first projection part and the horizontal line is 
configured to be smaller than an angle 6L between a line connecting a top and a 
bottom of the second projection part and the horizontal line. As a result, it is 
respectfully submitted that claim 14 is allowable over the applied art. 

Claim 20, as amended, is directed to a gaming machine having a front and a 
rear disposed opposite the front and resting on a horizontal support surface. Claim 
20 recites that the gaming machine includes a game medium insertion slot having an 
opening for a player to insert a game medium for playing a game and a frontward 
projection portion on which the game medium insertion slot is mounted. Claim 20 
recites that the game medium insertion slot comprises a game medium guide 
projection projecting in a fonA/ard direction of the gaming machine and configured to 
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guide the game medium to the opening. Claim 20 further recites that the game 
medium guide projection includes an inner peripheral part configured to be in contact 
with outer peripheral surface of the game medium and first and second projection 
parts disposed away from each other and projecting on top of both ends of the inner 
peripheral part. 

Furthermore, claim 20 recites that the first projection part is disposed at a right 
side to the player with respect to the second projection part, a horizontal line is 
defined as extending parallel to the horizontal support surface and extending through 
and between the front and rear of the gaming machine, an angle y between a 
ridgeline of the first projection part and the horizontal line is configured to be larger 
than an angle (3 between a ridgeline of the second projection part and the horizontal 
line, a height of the ridgeline of the first projection part at an end near to the opening 
is configured to be same with a height of the ridgeline of the second projection part at 
an end near to the opening, the first projection part has a side surface that is cun/ed 
downward along a widthwise direction of the gaming machine, the second projection 
part has a side surface that is curved downward along the widthwise direction, the 
side surface of the first projection part has a part having a curvature smaller than that 
of the side surface of the second projection part in a plane perpendicular to the 
horizontal line and parallel to the widthwise direction, an angle 0R between a line 
connecting a top and a bottom of the first projection part and the horizontal line is 
configured to be smaller than an angle 6L between a line connecting a top and a 
bottom of the second projection part and the horizontal line and an angle a between 
an upper surface of the frontward projection portion and the horizontal line is 
configured to be substantially same with the angle p between the ridgeline of the 
second projection part and the horizontal line. 

It is respectfully submitted that the rejection is improper because the applied 
art fails to teach each and every element of claim 20 as amended. Specifically, it is 
respectfully submitted that the applied art fails to teach an angle y between a 
ridgeline of the first projection part and the horizontal line is configured to be larger 



15 



Application No. 10/697.040 



SHO-0035 
(80033-0035) 



than an angle p between a ridgeline of the second projection part and the horizontal 
line, a height of the ridgeline of the first projection part at an end near to the opening 
is configured to be same with a height of the ridgeline of the second projection part at 
an end near to the opening, the first projection part has a side surface that is curved 
downward along a widthwise direction of the gaming machine, the second projection 
part has a side surface that is curved downward along the widthwise direction, the 
side surface of the first projection part has a part having a curvature smaller than that 
of the side surface of the second projection part in a plane perpendicular to the 
horizontal line and parallel to the widthwise direction, an angle 9R between a line 
connecting a top and a bottom of the first projection part and the horizontal line is 
configured to be smaller than an angle 6L between a line connecting a top and a 
bottom of the second projection part and the horizontal line and an angle a between 
an upper surface of the frontward projection portion and the horizontal line is 
configured to be substantially same with the angle p between the ridgeline of the 
second projection part and the horizontal line. As a result, it is respectfully submitted 
that claim 20 is allowable over the applied art. 

Furthermore, it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner fails to establish 
other claimed features are shown in the applied art. By way of example only: 

In claim 2, the Examiner fails to show that the angle between the ridgeline of 
one of the projection parts and the horizontal line is larger than the angle between 
the ridgeline of the other projection part and the horizontal line. 

In claim 3. the Examiner fails to show that a height of a start point of the 
ridgeline of one of the projection parts on a side of the opening is configured to be 
the same as a height of a start point of the ridgeline of the other projection part on the 
other projection part on a side of the opening. 

In claim 4, the Examiner fails to show that an angle between an upper face of 
the frontward projection portion and the horizontal line is configured to be 
substantially equal to the angle between the ridgeline of the other projection part and 
the horizontal line. 
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In claim 5, the Examiner fails to show that an angle between the horizontal 
line and a line connecting a top of one of the projection parts and a bottom of the one 
of the projection parts is configured to be smaller than an angle between the 
horizontal line and a line connecting a top of the other projection part and a bottom of 
the other projection part. 

Claims 2-5 depend from claim 1 and include all of the features of claim 1 . 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for 
the reason claim 1 is allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Claims 7-1 3 depend from claim 6 and include all of the features of claim 6. 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for 
the reason claim 6 is allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Claims 15-19 depend from claim 14 and include all of the features of claim 14. 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for 
the reason claim 14 is allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Claims 21-25 depend from claim 20 and include all of the features of claim 20. 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for 
the reason claim 20 is allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

It is respectfully submitted that the pending claims are believed to be in 
condition for allowance over the prior art of record. Therefore, this Amendment is 
believed to be a complete response to the outstanding Office Action. Further, 
Applicants assert that there are also reasons other than those set forth above why 
the pending claims are patentable. Applicants hereby reserve the right to set forth 
further arguments and remarks supporting the patentability of their claims, including 
the separate patentability of the dependent claims not explicitly addressed herein, in 
future papers. 
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In view of the foregoing, reconsideration of the application and allowance of 
the pending claims are respectfully requested. Should the Examiner believe anything 
further is desirable in order to place the application in even better condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' representative at the 
telephone number listed below. 

Should additional fees be necessary in connection with the filing of this paper 
or if a Petition for Extension of Time is required for timely acceptance of the same, 
the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 18-0013 for 
any such fees and Applicant(s) hereby petition for such extension of time. 
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